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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

AT RI CHVOND, Cctober 27,1998

APPLI CATI ON OF
BELL ATLANTI CG-VIRG NI A, | NC. CASE NO. PUC980109
For approval of tariff revisions

to create a Val ue Added Service
Package

ORDER SCHEDULI NG HEARI NG

Pursuant to our Order of August 5, 1998, coments were
submtted on or before Septenber 8, 1998, concerning Bel
Atlantic-Virginia, Inc.'s ("BA-VA") tariff revisions for a
servi ce package known as the "Big Deal." Comments were received
from AT&T Conmuni cations of Virginia ("AT&T"), BA-VA, M
Tel ecommuni cati ons Corporation ("MI"), and Sprint
Communi cati ons Conpany, L.P. ("Sprint").

Havi ng revi ewed those comments, the Comm ssion finds that
additional information is needed in order to determne this
matter. We hereby schedul e a hearing and establish a procedural
schedule that will allow the parties to submt additiona
evi dence and argunent.

The parties should submt whatever argunent or evidence the
parties deem appropriate for the Comm ssion to decide this

matter but, at a mninmum should address the foll ow ng issues:
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(1) |If, after dialing parity is introduced in Virginia,

t he Comm ssion should classify BA-VA' s intraLATA toll services
as conpetitive, does the condition placed upon the "Big Deal"
package vi ol ate Paragraph 12 of BA-VA's Plan for Alternative
Regul ation? |If so, can the violation be elimnated by action
ot her than disallowing the "Big Deal" package?

(2) Wuld the disparate rates between the "Big Deal”
package of services and the otherwise tariffed rates for those
services violate 8 56-234 of the Code of Virginia?

(3) If intraLATA toll service is classified as
conpetitive, would the disparate rates between the "Big Deal "
package of services and the otherwise tariffed rates for those
services violate 8 56-234 of the Code of Virginia?

(4) Is it correct that once intraLATA dialing parity is in
place in Virginia and a custoner currently provided the "Big
Deal " package deci des to choose another |ocal or regional tol
provider, BA-VA will continue to provide the optional services
ordered in the "Big Deal"” but will charge the applicable tariff
rate and not the $17.99 "Big Deal" rate?

(5 If the Comm ssion should allow the tariff revision
("Big Deal") to remain in effect, and a custoner participating
in the "Big Deal" package were to be allowed to presubscribe to
an intraLATA toll carrier other than BA-VA and choose to

continue to obtain the sane discretionary services, would a



reversion to the tariffed rates for such discretionary services
anount to an increase in rates for the discretionary services of
BA-VA? |If so, would any such increase violate Paragraph 7.B of
BA-VA's Plan for Alternative Regul ation?

(6) |Is the condition requiring BA-VA as the intraLATA tol
service provider attached to the "Big Deal" package inconsistent
with the Commi ssion's conpetitively neutral principles for
i npl enmenting intralLATA dialing parity in Case No. PUC970009?

(7) Has BA-VA offered, or attenpted to offer, the "Big
Deal " or simlar packages in other states? |If so, are these
packages tied to the conpany's intralLATA toll services?

(8) Does the "Big Deal" package constitute a
t el ecommuni cati ons service under the Tel econmuni cati ons Act of
1996 ("Act") and thus becone avail able for purchase as a package
on a whol esale basis to conpetitors for resale? If so, would
the tie to BA-VA's intraLATA toll constitute "unreasonable or
discrimnatory conditions . . ." as prohibited by 8 251(c)(4)(B)
of the Act?

Accordingly, I T IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) A hearing shall be held in the Conm ssion's second
fl oor courtroom Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street,

Ri chnond, Virginia, comencing at 10:00 a.m on Decenber 16,
1998, for the purpose of receiving testinony and oral argunment

relating to the issues set forth herein, and all other issues



deened appropriate by the parties, for a determ nation of the
request of BA-VA for tariff revisions requested in this
pr oceedi ng.

(2) Interrogatories shall be served and answered in
accordance with Rule 6:4, except that the period for response is
shortened fromtwenty-one (21) days to five (5) business days.

(3) On or before Novenber 11, 1998, BA-VA shall file any
direct testinony and exhibits it intends to introduce at the
heari ng.

(4) On or before Novenber 25, 1998, all other parties and
the Comm ssion Staff shall file any direct testinony and
exhibits they intend to introduce at the hearing.

(5 On or before Decenber 4, 1998, BA-VA shall file any
rebuttal testinony and exhibits.

(6) On or before Decenber 9, 1998, parties and Staff shal
file any pre-hearing briefs addressing | egal issues upon which
they plan to submt oral argunment at the Decenber 16, 1998,

heari ng.



